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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in tlie brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 
No amendment after final has been filed. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6,523,064 AKATSUetal 2-2003 

5,944,787 ZOKEN 8-1999 
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(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 4-8, 1 2-1 6 and 1 8-22 and 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) 
as being anticipated by Akatsu et al. (hereafter Akatsu), US pat. No.6, 523,064. 

As to claim 1, Akatsu discloses a method to map a geolocation to a network information, 
the method including: 

performing at least one automated process to generate geolocation information 
for the network address (see abstract, fig. 8, col.8 lines 32-60). 
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determining whether the at least one automated process generated satisfactory 
geolocation information for the networl< address (using address mapping table, see 
col.8 line 61 to col.9 line 21). 

if the automated process did not generate satisfactory geolocation information for 
the network address, then fonA/arding of the network information for manual resolution 
(see figs. 13-1 4, col. 11 line 28 to col. 12 line 58 and col. 16 lines 40-65). 

As to claim 2, Akatsu discloses mapping includes determining whether the network 
address is likely to fall within a consolidated domain of network addresses maintained 
within a database a geolocation system (see figs. 13-1 4, col.1 1 line 28 to col. 12 line 58). 

As to claim 4, Akatsu further discloses the mapping includes identifying a network 
address block around the network address included within the query (see col.8 line 32 
to col.9 line 21). 

As to claim 5, Akatsu discloses the mapping includes running an exact geolocation 
process to determine geolocation information for the network address (see 1 1 line 28 to 
col. 12 line 48). 

As to claim 6, Akatsu discloses the applicant claimed invention by running an exact 
geolocation process to determine geolocation information for the identified network 
address block around the network address (see 11 line 28 to col. 12 line 48). 
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As to claim 7, Akatsu further discloses a group of geolocation processes including a 
traceroute, a latency calculation, a hostname matching operation and a DNS process 
(see fig.20, col.14 lines 7-50 and col.15 line 41 to col.16 line 57). 

As to claim 8, Akatsu further discloses running an inexact geolocation process to 
detemnine geolocation information for the network address (see fig.20, col.14 lines 7-50 
and col.15 line 41 to col.16 line 57). 

As to claim 12, Akatsu discloses that the query is received via an Application 
Program Interface (API) (see fig.20, col.14 lines 7-50 and col.15 line 41 to col.16 line 
57). 

As to claim 13, Akatsu discloses the query is received via a customer extranet (see 
fig.20, col.14 lines 7-50 and col.15 line 41 to col.16 line 57). 

As to claim 14, Akatsu further discloses at least one automated process identifies a 
plurality of possible geolocations, and the manual process is to resolve amongst the 
plurality of possible geolocations (see fig.20, col.14 lines 7-50 and col.15 line 41 to 
col.16 line 57). 
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As to claim 15, Akatsu discloses a geolocation to map a geolocation to a network 
information, the geolocation system including: 

a first system to receive a network information and a second system to perform 
at least one automated process to generate geolocation information for the network 
information at a geolocation system (processing queries data from user, see abstract, 
(see abstract, fig.8, col.8 lines 32-60). 

determining whether the at least one automated process generated satisfactory 
geolocation information for the network information (using address mapping table, see 
col.8 line 61 to col.9 line 21). 

if the automated process did not generate satisfactory geolocation information 
for the network address, then fonwarding of the network address for manual resolution 
(see figs. 13-1 4, col. 11 line 28 to col. 12 line 58). 

Claims 16, 18-22, 25-28 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 2, 4-8, 1 1- 
14 respectively. 

Claims 29 and 30 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 1 and 15 
respectively. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the. prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 11 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Akatsu in view of Zoken et al, (hereafter Zoken), U.S. pat. No.5,944,787. 
As to claims 3 and 17, Akatsu 's teachings still applied as in claim 1 above. Akatsu 
does not specifically disclose an educational, business and government domain and a 
service provider. However, Zoken in the same network environment a group of 
domains including an educational, business and government domain [top-level domains 
including "gov" (government institutions), " edu " (educational institutions), "org" (public 
and private organizations)] (see Zoken's fig.2, col.1 lines 13-46 and col.3 lines 41-67). 
It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize Zokens's various domains into the computer system of Akatsu for 
providing network domains because it would have allowed users to identify one or more 
geographic locale associated with detected Internet Service Provider (see Zoken's col.3 
lines 41-67) and thus provided more choice of useful domains to appropriate users in a 
communications network. 

As to claim 1 1 , Akatsu further discloses the network address is received from an 
external entity (user's queries) at a geolocation system, and a mapping process is 
initiated, at the geolocation system responsive to the receipt of the network address, to 
map the network address to a geolocation (see fig.20 and col. 15 line 41 to col. 16 line 
57). Akatsu does not specifically disclose in response to a user accessing a website 
operated by the external entity, and the network addresses is the network address 
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associated with a machine of the user. However, Zoken in the same network 
environment further discloses the query is received from the external entity responsive 
to a user accessing a website operated by the external entity, and the network 
addresses is the network address associated with a machine of the user (see col. 5 line 
25 to col.6 line 67). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize Zoken's request into the computer system of 
Akatsu for providing Internet Protocol address with multiple web servers it would have 
allowed users to identify one or more geographic locale associated with detected 
Internet Service Provider (see Zoken's col.3 lines 41-67) and thus provided more choice 
of useful domains to appropriate users in a communications network. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 9, 10, 23 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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(10) Response to Argument 

• Appellant asserts that the Akatsu reference does not disclose "If the 
geolocatlon information for the network address is not satisfactory, 
forwarding of the network address for manual resolution". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Akatsu discloses a method for collecting 
and querying statistical data including geographic location information of the 
network devices including common name and Internet Protocol (IP) address 
(see abstract, col. 11 lines 14-62 and col. 15 lines 11-67). Specifically, Akatsu 
discloses "if the geolocation information for the network address is not 
satisfactory, fonwarding of the network address for manual resolution" 
(retrieving geographically location information of the network device including 
its Internet Protocol address using either automatically (through global 
positioning module) or manually (through user prompt and response (see 
fig.21, col. 16 line 40 to col. 17 line 43). Therefore, the claim rejection is 
respectfully maintained. 

• Appellant asserts that the cited reference does not disclose running an 
inexact geolocation process to determine geolocation information for the 
network address. 
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Examiner respectfully point out that Akatsu further discloses running an 
inexact geolocation process to determine geolocation information for the 
network address (the Global Positioning unit to update the location of the 
network device including IP address by directing users to manually enter a 
geographic location identifier of the device such as a zip code and recording 
the data information to the database, to see fig.20, col. 14 lines 7-50 and 
col. 15 line 41 to col. 16 line 57). 

• Appellant asserts that Zoken does nothing to fill the void left by Akatsu. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner respectfully points out that the 
combination Akatsu and Zoken with a proper motivation (providing Internet Protocol 
address with multiple web servers it would have allowed users to identify one or more 
geographic locale associated with detected Internet Service Provider) discloses the 
Appellant's claimed invention. For example, Akatsu discloses the network address is 
received from an external entity (user's queries) at a geolocation system, and a 
mapping process is initiated, at the geolocation system responsive to the receipt of the 
network address, to map the network address to a geolocation (see fig.20 and col. 15 
line 41 to col. 16 line 57). Akatsu does not specifically disclose in response to a user 
accessing a website operated by the external entity, and the network addresses is the 
network address associated with a machine of the user. However, Zoken in the same 
network environment further discloses the query is received from the external entity 
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responsive to a user accessing a website operated by the external entity, and tlie 
network addresses is the network address associated with a machine of the user (see 
col.5 line 25 to col.6 line 67). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Zoken's request into the computer 
system of Akatsu for providing Internet Protocol address with multiple web servers it 
would have allowed users to identify one or more geographic locale associated with 
detected Internet Service Provider (see Zoken's col.3 lines 41-67) and thus provided 
more choice of useful domains to appropriate users in a communications network. 
Therefore, the rejection Is respectfully maintained. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted. 



KHANH DINH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 
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